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don't understand why that is deleted.

SENATOR SCHNIT: Well, Senator, you can do it either way, gand
Senat or Hanni bal makes a point. | want to nmake this clear that
once we approvethe project, angthi ng el se is redundant and we
don't need to think that the CON comnm{tee Is going to give any

real concern to the project if we have said go ahead, because
what will happen will be exactly what has happened between I%st]
el l

year and this year. In the event that everything goes to

in a basket, they will just come back to this Leqgislature and
say, well, we had to go overboard a little bit, had tospend
some more money, and if everything else fgajls, the bonding
systemisn't there, we will go ahead and we' |l pay for the

proj ect out of general tax funds. I can see where Senator
Wesely i s concerned because he thinks that | am saying we don't
need the CON. That is.  that is a given, that is a given to put
it inthere that this is subject to the approval of the CON
committee after we havegajd, yes, we need the project, yes, we
need the parking lot, yes, we need the operating rooms, yes, e

need...we go into great detail. \wegointo considerable detail,
central  sterile supply facilities, loading dock/warehouse
facili ties, hOSpltal andclinic space renovationsl what more is
there left. We have outlined it in great detail and said all of
these thirgs are needed. Now | challenge any nember of this
body to stand here and tell me,with the possible except>on of

the parking lot, that all of those things are defini tely needed,
Senator Wesely. youcan tack on...you can amend the amendment
if you want to to reinstate the |anguage relative to the CON but
| don't believe it makes any difference, because in the first

two sectio_ns, one and two, we have already said,
notwi thstandi ng, notwithstanding, we approve gf the proj ect . So
that zs ny argument, Senator Wesely. | have po object>on if you

want to amend the anendment to reinstate the CON | anguage but I
think it is redundant.

SENATORWESELY: | understand your point, Senator Schmit, and as
| said, last year | did support your similar amendment. | was
very concerned about the influencing of the [ayjew process by
this Legislature, and | thought your amendnent |ast year was
appropriate, and | think the thrust of what you g ¢ trying to do
is appropriate again. | think we are in a position to make the
signal that needs to be sent is are wewilling to ajjow the
financing that is being asked for here, ,q | think that s
absolutely the case. PByt, again, the question is that is this

cost effective, is this necessary, is this the right thing to
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